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A VINDICATION of the 

XXIII. Article of the Chureh of 

England, from a late Expoſition a- 
ſcribed to my Lord Biſhop of Sarum. 


T a Late Election of Members to fit in-Con- 
A vocation, a very worthy Perſon being choſen 


Proctor for the Clergy of a certain Diocefe, was 
deſir'd by one of them, To tale care of Epiſco- 
pacy, becauſe ſeveral of the Biſhops were againſt it. 
That Biſhops ſhould be againſt Epiſcopacy, ſeem'd to 
me, at firſt, a thing incredible; and I could not but con- 
demn that Clergyman of Slander and Calumny, for a- 
ſperſing, in ſo foul a manner, Perſons of that Order, 
whom we are taught, not only by our own Church, but alſo 
by all the Churches of Chfiſt, in all the Ages before us, 


to Obey and Reverence. 


But when I conſider'd what a Biſhop of Orkzey did at g mus. 


Edinburgh in the Reign of King Charles the firſt, that there 


he renounc d hu Epiſcopal Function, and in a full Aſſembly 
of the Kirk, Crav'd Pardon for having accepted it; and 


; What Advice a Reverend Prelate not long ago gave to one 


Mr. Malcome, and feveral of the Outed Scottiſh Clergy, runs. Cha. 
namely, To retarn ta their Native Country, and ſubmit there rab ** 
to the Eccleſiaſtical Government as now Eſtabliſb d, which they 
could not well do without diſowning Epiſcopacy, and 
looking upon that Venerable Office as Anti-Chriſtian, and 
an inſupportable grievance and trouble to their Nation: 
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Art. 19. 


Art. 33. 
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E was quickly reconciPd to what that Clergyman ſaid, and 
thought that Biſhops. were liable to as great miſtakes 
as other Men, and that they might be againſt Epiſcopaey, 
turn Enemies to their own Order, and give away ſuch 
things as peculiarly belong to them, and are no leſs than 
eſſential Branches of their Authority. i 2 

Jam far from being willing to believe that any of Our 
Biſhops are of this ſort, notwithſtanding the Diſſenters 
pretend they have Reaſon to preſume them theirs, and 
ſome even of our own Church know not how to think 
them Ours. But when Opinions are ſtarted and Notions 
advanc'd which undermine their Order, and deſtroy the 
fundamental Rights and Powers of it; and which is worſe, 
when the Church of England it ſelf is brought in to coun- 
tenance their Cauſe, tis plain enough what a little regard 
fome have for it, and therefore 'tis high time for the infe- 


rior Clergy to look about them, and to entreat their Re- 


preſentatives in Convocation to take care of Epiſcopacy. 
That this is no ſlander, but truly the Caſe, will appear 
to any one that does but duly conſider, how a late Expo- 
ſitor has dealt with the Articles of our Church, how he 
has made ſome te weaken the power of the Keys, others 
to ſpeak in the Language of Eraſtus, and to Patronize 
the unjuſtifiable Ordinations of other Churches. Theſe 
are Things ſo unlikely to be undertaken by a Biſhop, that 
1 cannot but queſtion the Authority of the Title Page 
which afcribes them to my Lord of Sarum; and therefore 


I ſhall wave the Ceremony due to one of that Venerable 


Order, and treat the Author under the plain Name of Ex- 
poſitor. There are many very exceptionable Opinions ad- 
vanc'd in that Expoſition, Which, in due time, will all 
of them be examin*d : My buſineſs is only to enquire in- 
to that concerning Ordination; and I doubt not but to 
make it appear that this Expoſitor is faulty enough upon 
that Article, and is far from having any regard to the con- 
ſtitution of the Churchi'of Ez2/azd, and to the undoubted 
Rights, if he be a Biſhop, of his. own Order. The 


630 
_- The Article then to be conſider'd is the 23d- and the 
Words in the Exgliſi Copy theſ. RY 
It is not Lawful foz any Man to fake upon him the Office of 
Publick Paeaching, 02. Piniftring the Sacraments in the Con- 
gregation,befo2e he be Xamfuly call'd and ſent fo execute the ſame, 
and thoſe we ought to judge lawfully call d and ſent, who be rhoſen 
and call'd to this Mozk by Pen, who have Publick Authozity gi⸗ 
ven ta them in the Congregation, fo call and ſend iniſters into 
the Loꝛd's Uineparg. #2 e 
In this Article, ſays the Eæpoſitor, we have two parti- 
culars fix d. The fir/t, is againſt any that ſhall aſſume to the- 
ſelves, without a Lawful Vocation, the Authority of diſpenſing 
the Things of God. The ſecond, is the definition in general 
Words, what it is that makes a lawfull Call. | = 
As to what he has ſaid upon the firſt of theſe, I have 
nothing to object, for all ſides are agreed in this, and are 
ready to ſay as he does, That-none-ought to diſpenſe the Things 
of God without a lawfull Vocatione : 
But when he comes to conſider the ſecond; the definiti- 
on here given of thoſe: that are lawtully call'd and feat, 
or what it is that makes a lawful Call, he preſently diſco- 
vers himſelf, and ſhews what Party of Men it is hie is 
chiefly concernꝰd fort 8 | 
The Words here, ſays he, are general, © far from that 
« Magiſterial ſtiffneſs, in which ſome have taken upon 
« them to Dictate in this matter: The Article does not 
ce reſolve this into any particular Conſtitution, but leaves 
the matter open and at large for ſuch accidents as had 
«© happer'd, and ſuch as might {till happen. They that 
drew it had the State of the ſeveral Churches before 
their Eyes that had been differently Reform'd, G. 
In the Preface to this Work, we are told by the Expo- 
fitor, That as to. the Gap part of it he is rather an 
Hiſtorian, and a Collector of what others have written, 
than an Author himſelf. It could heartily be wiſh'd that he 
had been {ſo here, for then he would have ſhewn us who 
_ thoſe Magiſterial Dictators are, and what that ſtiffneſs is, 
l | 10: 


in which they take upon them to Dictate in this matter; 
and on the contrary, have nam'd fuch as are of his Opi- 


nion, who think as he does, that they that drew this Ar- 


ticle had the State of the {Everal Reform'd Churches be- 


fore them, and therefore left it open and at large for all 
NC 


the irregularities in this matter, which hitherto they have 
been, or may hereafter be guilty of. | | 

But nothing of this is found here ; inſtead of being an 
Hiſtorian as he pretends, we have only his bare Aſſertion 
for't; this he tells us is the ſenſe of it, and this we muſt 
believe on his fingle Authority. But tho it be new and 
entirely his own, yet tis ſo ſtrange, ſo forc'd, and fo in- 


. conſiſtent, both with the Honour and Doctrine of our 


Be. Pref. 


Church, that no Man, I think, will envy him the glory 
of the invention. :5þ 5 25 

For firſt of all, how comes he to know, that they that 
drew it had the State of the ſeveral Reform'd Churches 
before them ? Was he preſent at the Debates? Or had he 
aHandin the general and comprehenſive ſtrokes of it? Or if 
not, what other Evidence can he ſhew that may induce us 
to believe it? He had before him all the Books almoſt 
that were Written about that time, and found by Man- 
& {es Catalogue, that very few had eſcap d his ſearch, that 
« were Written either by Men of Name, or on any im- 
© portant Subject. And could none of all theſe help him 
out in the matter? Certainly if they could, we ſhould quickly 
have found him an Hiſtorian and a Collector with a wit- 
neſs, of what others had written, and every thing that 
look'd that way would have been improv*d and magnifi' d, 
and tho never ſo trivial, been made to carry in't the 
weight of demonſtration, ſo that for ought we ſee, we are 
ſtill to ſeek, whether they that drew it had the State of 
thoſe Churches before them or not. 

And that tis more than probable they had not, Pm con- 
fident, an Author, whom thoſe of the Expoſitor's Com- 


plection have a more than ordinary eſteem for, * 
yi aſſure 


o 
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aſſure him. He that wrote the Hiſtory of our Reforma- 
tion could not but know by what means *rwas firſt begun, 
by what Inſtruments afterwards carried on, and how our 
0 hurch came at laſt to that State of perfection, in Which, 
God be thanked, we ſtill behold her; and therefore, had 
he been pleas'd, could have told him, that our Reformers 
Were. not fo fond pf other Churches as he imagines; that 
the new Model which was applauded ſo much abroad, and 
ſet 1 found but cold entertainment here; 

and that they who gave it Birth, and brought it into that 


form it has, tho they were Men famous in their Generati- s, war, :- 
on, and by ſome of the Zealots of thoſe Days made equal, 4%, 


if not ſuperiour to St. Paul, yet that St. Paul loſt nothing 
of luis Honour here, and what he did at Crete and Ephe- 
ſis was thought a Fattern more worthy to be followed, 
than wat was done at Ba and Geneva. This, and more 
than this he could have whiſper'd in his Ear, and from 
thence he might eaſily have learn'q, that if in the Reforming 
our Church, the Churches abroad were regarded ſo little, 
*tis ver unlikely, that in the framing our Articles.they 
ſhould be regarded fo much. 22057 9 2 WM | 

Nor afterwards, in the Days of Q. Elzabeth, when: 
theſe Articles were reviewed and Ratify'd again, were 
they better reſpected; for in the mean time what did they 
do to merit ſuch a favour? Did they continue to be Mo- 
deſt and Humble? Or fit down contented under their 
own forms of Government without obtruding them up- 
on others? Were not their Diſciples here the Authors of 
all our Confuſions? And did they not then ſow the Seeds 
of all thoſe Diviſions, which have miſerably diſtracted our 
Church ever ſince? Did they not. firſt revile the Cap and 
- Sarplice,then raiſe ſcruples andObjections againſt our Litur- 
gy,and at laſt fly in the face of Epiſcopaqit ſelt and openlyde- 5 5, 
clareand maintain, that every Chriſtian Church ſtands bound 
by the Law of God to put down Biſhops? And are theſe, 
think ye, obliging methods? Or had our Church reaſon 
to 


Hook. Es. ” 


2 
in which they take upon them to Dictate in this matter; 
and on the contrary, have nam'd ſuch as are of his Opi- 


nion, who think as he does, that they that drew this Ar- 


ticle had the State of the ſeveral Reform'd Churches be- 


fore them, and therefore left it open and at large for all 


the irregularities in this matter, which hitherto they have 
been, or may hereafter be guilty of. 
But nothing of this is found here; inſtead of being an 
Hiſtorian as he pretends, we have only his bare Aſſertion 
for't; this he tells us is the ſenſe of it, and this we muſt 
believe on his fingle Authority. But tho it be new and 
entirely his own, yet tis ſo ſtrange, ſo forc'd, and ſo in- 


. conſiſtent, both with the Honour and Doctrine of our 


„ Expoſ. Pref. 


Church, that no Man, I think, will envy him the glory 
of the invention. _ | 
For firſt of all, how comes he to know, that they that 
drew it had the State of the ſeveral Reform'd Churches 
before them ? Was he preſent at the Debates? Or had he 


2 Hand in the general and comprehenſive ſtrokes of it? Or if 


not, what other Evidence can he ſhe that may induce us 
to believe it? © He had before him all the Books almoſt 
that were Written about that time, and found by Man- 
& ſes Catalogue, that very few had eſcap d his ſearch, that 
« were Written either by Men of Name, or on any im- 
& portant Subject. And could none of all theſe help him 
out in the matter? Certainly if they could, we ſhould quickly 
have found him an Hiſtorian and a Collector with a wit- 


neſs, of what others had written, and every thing that 


look'd that way would have been improv*d and magnifi'd, 
and tho never fo trivial, been made to carry in't the 
weight of demonſtration, ſo that tor ought we ſee, weare 
ſtill to ſeek, whether they that drew it had the State of 
thoſe Churches before them or not. | 

And that *tis more than probable they had not, Pm con- 
fident, an Author, whom thoſe of the Expoſitor's Com- 


plection have a more than ordinary eſteem for, * 
| N aſſure 
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aſſure him. He that wrote the Hiftory of our Reforma- 
tion could not but know by what means *rwas firſt begun, 
by what Inſtruments afterwards carried on, and how our 
| Church came at laſt to that State of perfection, in which, 
God be thanked, we ſtill hehold her; and therefore, had 
| he been pleas'd; could have told him, that our Retormers 
were not fo fond pf other Churches as he imagines; that 
thenew Model which was applauded ſo much abroad, and 
{et up in many Places, found but cold entertainment here; 
and that they who gave it Birth, and brought it into that 
form it has, tho they were Men famous in their Generati- 2, n ::- 
on, and by ſome of the Zealots of thoſe Days made equal, 4 
if not ſuperiour to St. Paul, yet that St. Paul loft nothing 
of his Honour here, and what he did at Crete and Ephe- 
ſes was thought a Fattern more worthy to be followed, 
than what was done at Baſil and Geneva. This, and more 
than this he could have whiſper'd in his Ear, and from 
thence he might eaſily have learnꝰd, that if in the Reforming 
our Church, the Churches abroad were regarded ſo little, 
*tis very unlikely, that in the framing our Articles.they 
ſhould be regarded fo much. : Þ 
Nor "afterwards, in the Days of Q. Elixabeth, when: f 
theſe Articles were reviewed and Ratify'd again, were | 
they better reſpected; for in the mean time what did they 
do to merit ſuch a favour? Did they continue to be Mo- 7 
deſt and Humble? Or fit down contented under their f 
own forms of Government without obtruding them up- ' 
on others? Were not their Diſciples here the Authors of | 1 
all our Confuſions? And did they not then fow the Seeds 
of all thoſe Diviſions, which have miſerably diſtracted our 1 
Church ever ſince? Did they not firſt revile the Cap and 
Surpizce,then raiſe ſcruples andObjettions againſt our Litur- 3 
gy, and atlaſt fly in the face of Epi/copacyit felt and openlyde- $299k = , 
clareand maintain, that everyChriſtianChurch ſtands bound f 
by the Law of God to put down Biſhops? And are theſe, 


think ye, obliging methods? Or had our Church reaſon ; 
to 4 
| { 
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to look with a favourable Eye upon them, when ſhe be- 
held them training up Scholars of ſuch ungovernable and 
turbulent Spirits, and in Principles too ſo dangerous and 
pernicious to her ſelf? No certainly; and let him aſſert 
it never fo roundly, he will ſatisfie but few; his ſingle Au- 
thority will weigh but little in the matter, and yet no 
more than this is brought; we have only his bare Word 
for't; and ſome Men, he knows, are not of that Credit in 
the World, as to be believ'ꝰd in every thing that they ſay. 
But as improbable a Thing as it is, tis the ground of all 
his other miſtakes. He firſt fancies that this Article was 
drawn by Men who had a kindneſs for other Churches, 
and then wreſts and puts it upon the Rack, as it were, 
till it ſpeaks out in their favour, and is made to juſtiſie all 
their unwarrantable proceedings. 
II. We are therefore in the ſecond Place to enquire in- 
to the Truth of it, whether it be capable of ſuch a Con- 
ſtruction; and *ris that part of the Article which he calls 
the Definition of ſuch as are Lawfully call'd and ſent, 
VIZ, 

Zhoſe we ought to judge lawfully Call'd and Sent, who be Cho⸗ 
ſen and Call'd fo this Wozk by Pen, who have Publick Antho- 
rity given them in the Congregation, to Call and Send Piniſters 

into the Loꝛds Uineyard. 
«'The Words here, ſays he, are General, far from that 
“ Magiſterial ſtiffneſs, in which ſome have taken upon 
« them to Dictate in this matter. But how General, I 
pray? No farther ſurely than Definitions ought to be, 
which, if true, are adequate to the thing Defined, and 
no larger than to reach every particular which the Na- 
ture of that does. | 
And ſuch a one is the Definiti 
only to thoſe that are lawfully Call'd and Sent, and puts 
a manifeſt Difference between them and thoſe that are 
not. Irſhews us, that thoſe are lawfully Call'd and Sent, 
who are Calld and Sent by Men, and by ſuch oo big 
ae Fn 


ion here before us, itagrees 
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have Publick Authority given them in the Congregation 
to call and ſend. And that therefore Familiſts, Quakers, 
Presbyterians, and others are not; not Familiſts and Qua- 
lers, becauſe they are not call'd by Men, but pretend to 
a call extraordinary and immediately from the Spirit; 
nor Presbyterians and others, becauſe, tho they are call'd 
by Men, yet not by Men Inveſted with ſuch an Autho- 
rity ; and therefore tho? the Words are general, yet not fo 
general as to reach thoſe that are not lawtully call'd, or to 
leave the matter open and at large for the irregular Ordi- 
nations of other Churches. 
True it is, that the Article does not expreſiy mention 
what Order of Men it is, or who they are, that have in 
the Church fo great an Authority; nor is it neceſſary it 
ſhould, becauſe *twas a thing known as well in thoſe 
Days, as if it had expreſly nam'd them. = | 
For before the Reformation began, who were they 
that were in Poſſeſſion of that Authority? Or what 
Church do we find, in which 'twas claim'd either by 
Deacons or Presbyters ? Sure we are that our Saviour left 
it with his Apoſtles, and they afterwards gave it to Bz- 
ſhops, and they to their Succeſſors, and thus it continu'd 
for almoſt four hundred Years, before any one open'd his 
Mouthagainſt it; and then, as ſoon as Aeris did, what 
ſtirs did it make in the Church, and how quickly was he 
condemn'd as an Heretick for his pains ? In all the Ages af- 
ter, whatſoever the conteſts were, about other matters, we 
hear of none in this: As there was no Church in any 
part of the World without a Biſhop, ſo there was no Bi- 
ſhop any where without this power of Ordaining. This 
they all had, and enjoyed, and exerciſed without any mo- 
lettation, and the practice of it was ſo univerſal, that no 
Man was thought lawfully calPd and ſent, but who was 
call'd and ſent by their Authority. So that when this Ar- 


ticle was made, there was no room left for doubting in 
the matter, 'rwas plainly ſcen in whom this Authority 
V Was 


(8 
was lodg'd, and known as well, that they that had this 
Authority were Biſhops, as that Biſhops were they that 
had this Authority. 

Thus it was before the Reformation, and the ſame has 
been obſerved in our Church ever ſince: She tells what 
the Holy Offices are, and in what Reverent eſteem they 
have always been, and would have none to execute any 
of them, unleſs calPd rhereto by lawtul Authority, and 
then directs us to Biſhops, and ſhews us, that they alone 
are the Perſons who have power to confer it. This has 
been her conſtant practice, and tis viſible ſtill in her Ca- 
nons, her Forms of Ordination and Conſecration, and 
alſo in what ſhe does in all the Churches under her care. 

So that the meaning of this Article lies plain before 
us, and is fo clear and obvious to any one, that has not a 
greater kindnefs for other Churehes, than tor his own, 
that it is impoſſible for him to be miſtaken in it; for who, 
but ſuch a one, can imagine, that our Church in this Ar- 
ticle ſhould, by thofe who have the Authority of Calling 
and Sending, mean any others than Biſhops, when 
She every where declares, and upon all occafions, that 
Biſhops are they that are inveſted with it, and no where 
affirms, that any beſides them, in any caſe whatſoever, 
are intruſted with ſuch an Authority ? a 

And now, does the Article reſolve this into no one par- 
ticular Conſtitution ? but leave the matter open and at 
large for ſuch accidents as have happened, and may ſtill 
happen in other Churches? Certainly, had he had before 
him the conſtitutions of his own, as well as the State of 
other Churches, he would never have expoſed it at ſuch a 
rate; and Expoſing T mult beg leave to call it, becauſe in 
this ſenſe it repreſents our Church, as if ſhe had no regard 
for the Power of Biſhops, but gave countenance to ſuch as 
Sacrilegiouſty uſurp it, and as if She allow'd of all the ill 
Things that have happen'd in this matter in other 


Churches, not excepting that of Scotland it ſelf, where 
— Presbyters 


(9) 
Presbyters have not only invaded the Office of Biſhops, 
but alſo have Depoſed them, and cry*'d down their Or- 
der as Anti-Chriſtian and Diabolical ; and this too, 
without the leaſt ſhew of neceſſity, which ſome in other 
Churches plead in excuſe for theirs. And muſt the Arti- 
cle be ſtretch'd ſo wide as to comprehend theſe too, and 


Mr. Malcome and his Brethren be ſent thither to comply 


with them? This, at the very belt, is ſo exceſſive il}, 


that our Church can never be ſuppos'd to do it, without 


an open defiance of our Saviour's inſtitution, and an ap- 
probation of ſuch practices, as the Church of God hereto- 
tore accounted and condemn'd as Heretical. To uſe Her 
thus, I ſay, muſt be to expoſe Her; it lays her open to 
the jeſts and ſcoffs of Her Enemies, and gives occaſion 
to Papiſts to ſet upon her with freſh Arguments, and, 
which they were never able to do yet, to triumph over 
Her. And yet this, as falſe as it is, is utter d with as 
great aſſurance, as if it were ſelf-evidently true, and 
they of the contrary Perſwaſion muſt have ill Names gi- 
ven them, and for their hearty Zeal for the Church, be 
look'd upon as Stiff Magiſterial Dictators. | 

bien, 5 it wa ſeem ſtrange to ſome, that Words ſo 
ceaſie and Natural, and in a matter too of no great diffi- 

culty, ſhould be miſunderſtood, and have ſuch a ſenſe put 

upon them, as neither the Framers of the Article them- 
ſelves ever thought on, nor any of our Church, beſides 
the Expoſitor, ever ſince. 

But when Men ſpeak their Affections and not their 
Judgments, or have ſome notion or other which they are 
very fond of, and reſolv'd ro Publiſh and venture abroad 
inthe World, then it often comes to paſs, that Laws are 
perverted and Authors abus'd; and it the Holy Scriptures 
themſelves have been treated ſo rudely, what wonder is 
it, if this Article ſhould? And, when 'twas defign'd to 
ſecure the Rights of Biſhops, be wreſted to a contrary 
Senſe, and made to Patronize the cauſe of Presbytery. 

B 2 That 
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That this is probably the Reaſon of it will preſently ap- 
pear. Our Expoſitor having a Notion in his Head, which 
he was very big with, and wanting a fit occaſion to be 
deliver'd of it, when he conſider'd how this Article was 
worded, That they who are lawfully cal'd and ſent, are 
call'd and ſent by ſuch as have Antho2ity given them in 
the Church to do ſo, becauſe that Biſhops were not ex- 
preſly nam'd, though nothing can be more plain than 
that they alone are the Perſons meant, he preſently falls to 
work, and cries out aloud, That Men here are left at 
Liberty, as to their Thoughts, concerning the ſubject 
of this lawtul Authority: And then what lis Thoughts 
are of it, he immediately declares. 
That, / he, which we believe to be lawful Au- 
thority, is that Rule, which the Body of the Paſtors, 
or Biſhops, and Clergy of a Church ſhall ſettle, be- 
ing met in a Body under the due reſpect to the Pow- 
ers, that God {hall ſet over them; Rules thus made be- 
ing in, nothing contrary to the Word of God, and duly 
executed by the particular Perſons, to whom that care 
belongs, are certainly, the lawful Authority. And 
atcerwards, that he might not be miſunderſtood, or his 
Notion milinterpreted, he explains himſelf.” © Thoſe 
* are the Paſtors of the Church, to whom the care and 
** watching over the Souls of the People is committed, 
* and the Supreme Civil Magiſtrate, he who compre- 
* hends virtually in him the whole Body of the People: 
If the Church receives Protection and Encouragement. 
* from him, great regard is due to him; if not, bur 
* comes to be perſecuted under him, the effect of ſuch 
* a State of things, is for the Paſtors. to ſatisfie the Peo- 
ple in all that is done to carry along their conſent 
with it, and to conſult much with them in it- _ 
Theſe are his Thoughts concerning this matter, and 
this his belovꝰd Notion ; but after all the pains he has been 
at to dreſs it up, and make it appear plauſible, *cis nei- 
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ther better nor worſe than Eraſtian. For before Eraſtusy | 
who had ever ſuch mean Thoughts of the Church's Au- | 
thority? Did our Saviour leave it with his Apoſtles under 1 
ſuch Reſtraints ? Or did St. Paul, when he deliver d - 

meneus and Alexander to Satan, ask the Peoples advice? 


Were Timothy and Titus chargd to conſult firſt with them, 
before they reprov'd, rebuk'd, or Ordain'd? And after- ; 
wards even to the Reign of Conſtantive , were there no: | 
Councils call'd, nor Decrees paſs'd, nor Canons made, but 
with their conſent? This ſeems ſtrange, and ?tis to be 
hop'd in due time he will be brought to account for'r. 

But however let usapply it to the matter in hand, and 
ſee how well it ſuits with the Article: And if he believes 
this to be lawful Authority, and that lawful Authority 
too, which is meant in the Article, then the ſenſe of it 
muſt be this: That thoſe we ought to judge lawfully 
calPd and ſent, who are call'd and ſent by ſuch Men, as 
are impower'd in the Church to do ſo by a Rule which 
the Paſtors make, being met in a Body under a due re- 
ſpect to the Civil Powers. In this ſenſe indeed the Ar- 
ticle is open, and as wide as he would have it, and large 
enough to take in fuch Accidents as have happen'd, and 
ſuch as may ftill happen either at home or abroad: But 
whether it be or no, is the matter in Debate; and that 
ſuch Rules as theſe are not that lawful Authority, which. 
is meant in the Article, will appear, if I can make good 

_ theſe two Propoſitions. —— F 

Firſt, That our Church no where acknowledges, . that. 
ſuch Rules are that Authority; and Secondly, That Pa- 
ftors have not Authority to make ſuch Rules. But be- 
tore I enter upon this, it mult be confider'd, that in cal- 
ling and ſending, there are two things Obſervable. Firſt, 

The Power it ſelf of calling and ſending ; and Secondly, 
The Exerciſe of 1t-- As for the exerciſe of this Power, 
tis ſubject indeed to Men; and Eccleſiaſtical Laws and 
Rules are therefore made, to keep thoſe that have it with- 
FR + #4 4 \M 41 : . in 
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( 12 ). 
in ſuch bounds, that they may not execute it as they pleaſe, 
but be determin'd to ſuch Words and Actions, as are 
thought requiſite to the decent Exerciſe of it: And this is 
ſo clear not only from ourown Canons, but alſo from the 
Canons of the Ancient Church, that it cannot with any 
Mew oi reaſon be brought into Queſtion. we 
The matter therefore in Diſpute between us, is not 

doncerning the exerciſe of this Power, but only concer- 
aing the Power it felf ; whether they who. have Authori- 
ty given them in the Church, to call and ſend, have the 
Power it felt of calling and ſending by Rules of the Paſtors 
making. This being premis'd, I proceed to ſhew, That 
1 cannot be that Authority which is meant in the Ar- 
ticle. 
Becauſe our Church no where acknowledges, that 
Rules of the Paſtors making are that Authority; for if 
ſhe does it, it muſt be either in her Homilies, Articles, 
Liturgy, Canons, or Forms of Ordination and Conſecra- 
tion; where ſhe may be ſuppos'd, if any where, to de- 
clare her ſenſe of the matter. In the three firſt of theſe, 
as far as I can find, ſhe mentions nothing about it, and 
in the two laſt ſomething inconſiſtent with it. 
I. And firſt of all in the Preface to the Forms of Or- 

dination and Conſecration, a Book which the Erpoſitor 
cannot but know was approv'd of by Her in Her 36th 
Article, there, I ſay, ſhe acknowledges that Biſhops, 
Prieſts, and Deacons, were in the Church from the time 
ot the Apoſtles, Now in thoſe early times how did they 
call and ſead ? What! by Virtue of ſuch a Rule, and 
was that the lawful Authority by which they acted ? 
Did any of the Church in thoſe days ever fay ſo much ? Or 
that the Power they had was built on no better a Foun- 
dation? If they did, why is not ſome inſtance or other 
of it produc'd? If not, then does ſhe acknowledge, that 
in thoſe days Men did lawiully call and ſend, when there 
was no ſuch Rule of the Paſtors making to impower and 
Authorize them | II. Secondly, 
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II. Secondly, Becauſe ſhe feems to require ſomething 


elſe to calling and ſending beſides ſuch Rules: For in the [ 
Forms themſelves, when the Biſhop Ordains, He is to Gl 
ask the Perſon to be ordain'd, whether he thinks in his i 


Heart, that heis truly calPd according to the Will of our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and the Order of this Church? which } 
is a plain Intimation, that though he be call'd according | 
to the Order of our Church, or Rules made by the Pa- | | 
ſtors of it, yet he is not truly call'd, unleſs he be call d al- | 
ſoaccording to the Will of our Saviour. 

Il. Thirdly, Becauſe the Rules and Orders of our 
Church in this matter, do not reſpect the Power it ſelf of 
calling and ſending, but only the Exerciſe of it. Her Ca- 42 
nons Pere the Age, the Learning, and other Qualificati- 

ons requir'd in the Perſons to be Ordained, and the Bi- 

ſhop who Ordains, is tied up to ſuch Prayers, Habits, and 
Geſtures, as are fit and proper to be us'd on ſuch occa- + 

ſions, Such Rules as theſe indeed ſhe often mentions, E, or ne 
but not one word of any that give the Power it ſelf. 

This was a thing ſhe never dream'd of, no, nor any of | 
her Clergy, till he Expoſitor. appear'd, till he undertook 1 
the Cauſe of Foreign Churches, and was reſolv'd ro | | 
make her bow and humble her ſelf to their Conſtituti- 
Ons. : | 

And if in the Opinion of our Church, ſuch Rules as | 
theſe have no greater Authority, if beſides ſuch Rules 
ſhe requires ſomething elſe to calling and ſending ; Nay, 
if before ſuch Rules were made, ſhe acknowledges, that | 
Men did lawfully call and ſend, we may fafely conclude, | 
That ſhe no where owns ſuch Rules as theſe, to be that 
Authority meant by her in the Article. 

And as ſhe no where acknowledges , that theſe Rules 
are that Authority, ſo Secondly , She no where acknow- | 
ledges that Paſtors have Authority to make ſuch Rules. | 
for if they have, then they who are impower'd by ſuch _ 

Rules, have Power to Ordain ; for they have Power to | 
| Ordain, "I 
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Ordain, that have lawful Authority given them to do fo; 
and therefore whether they be Biſhops or Fresbyrecs, if 
they are once impower'd by ſuch Rules, they may law- 
fully Ordain , becauſe they have lawful Authority gi- 
ven them to Ordain; and then is the conſequence clear, 
that at Geneva, and Scotland Presbyters law ully Ordain, 
- becauſe ſuch Rules are there made by Paſtors who have 
Authority to make them, and Presbyters Ordain there by 
virtue of them. N 8 3 

So that ſuch Rules legitimate the Ordinations of other 
Churches, and, which he Expoſitor did not well con- 
ſider, make the Ordinations of Presbyters as lawful as 
thoſe of Biſhops. For if ſuch Rules are , as he ſpeaks, 

certain the lawful Authority, and Presbyters as well as 
Bithops Ordain by virtue of them, then how is't poſſible 
tor the Ordinations of the one, to be more or leſs lawful 
than the Ordinations of the other? 
This, 1 He was not aware of; for if this be true, 
as undoubtedly it is if his Notion be true, then what need 
is there of Arguments drawn from neceſſity? And why 
are we told, That neceſſity has no Law, but is a Law to 
it ſelf? And to what purpoſe is a whole Paragraph ſpent in 
telling us, That ſhould a Body of Chriſtians ſubmit 

% themſelves to the Conduct of ſome, that have been 
“ Ordain'd, though to the lower Functions, and from ſuch 

beginnings ſhould grow up to a regulated Conſtitution ; 
though we are ſure that this is out of all Rule, and could 

„not be done without a great Sin, unleſs the neceſſity 
<< were great and apparent, yet if the neceſſity were real 
c and not feiga'd, this is not condemn'd nor annull'd by 
the Article. : | 3 

To what end and purpoſe, I ſay, is all this? For if Pa- 
ſtors ha ve Authority to make ſuch Rules, and thoſe Rules 
are that lawful Authority, which is meant in the Article, 
then muſt the Ord inations of Presbyters be lawful, whe- 


ther they be in Caſes of neceſſity or not ; becauſe the law- 
| fulnefs 
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fulneſs of them ariſes not from the nece ſſity of the Cal, 
but the Authority of the Rule. And if neceſficy be the 
rhing pleaded for, then what need is there of theſe Rules? 
For if their Ordinations are lawful, becauſe the Caſes are 
extraordinary and neceſſary, then muſt the lawfulneſs of 
them ariſe, not from the Authority of the Rule, but the 
neceſſity of the Caſe: So that theſerwo cannot well ſtand 
together, and therefore the one or the other muſt be parted 
with ; unleſs his meaning be, That theſe Rules are only 
in Caſes of neceſſity the lawful Authority. And if this 
be his Senſe of the matter, as afterwards he ſeems to inti- 
JJ 1:8 3 
Firſt, What ſhall we ſay of our Friends in Scotland? 
Have they lawful Authority for what they do or not? If 
not, Then why was Mr. Malcome, and his Brethren ad- 
vis'd to go thither, and Communicate with them? It 
they have, then let them ſhew us what great and appa- 
rent. neceſſity they were under, when they made ſuch ir- 
regular, and, unleſs in Caſes extraordinary, ſuch unwar- 
Tantable Alterations. YE 

Secondly, If only in Caſes of neceſſity ſuch Rules as 
theſe are that lawfulAuthority which is meant in the Ar- 
ticle;'then the ſenſe of it muſt be this, That thoſe we ought 
to judge lawfully call d and ſent, who are calPd and ſent, 


by Men who are Authoriz'd to do ſo in Cafes of neceſſity, 


by Rules of the Paſtors making, and yet this and no other 
can be the meaning of it, if in Cafes only of neceſſity, 
ſich Rules are the lawful Authority ; and tis fo childiſh, 
alich At firſt ſight ſo abſurd and ridiculous, that inſtead gf 


Expounding the Afticle, one would think, he only in- 


tended to ſport with it. 
And no, does our Church give the leaſt Countenance 


to any ching of all this? Does he any where ſay, That 
Presbyters can Ordain; or Determine, whether in Càſes 
Ordinary or Extraordinary their Ordinations are valid? 
Or does ſhe any where affirm, _ Paſtors can Authorize 

them 


Ss | ( 14 ) 
Ordain, that have lawful Authority given them to do fo; 
and therefore 'whether they be Biſhops or Presbyters, if 
they are once impower'd by ſuch Rules, they may law- 
fully Ordain , becauſe they have lawful Authority gi- 
ven them to Ordain; and then is the conſequence clear, 
that at Geneva, and Scosland Presbyters lawfully Ordain, 
- becauſe ſuch Rules are there made by Paſtors who have 
Authority to make them, and Presbyters Ordain there by 
virtue of them. 5 | 
So that ſuch Rules legitimate the Ordinations of other 
Churches, and, Which e Expoſitor did not well con- 
ſider, make the Ordinations of Presbyters as lawful as 
thoſe of Biſhops. For if ſuch Rules are, as he ſpeaks, 
certainly the lawful Authority, and Presbyters as well as 
Bitkops Ordain by virtue of them, then how is'c poſſible 
tor the Ordinations of the one, to be more or leſs lawful 
than the Ordinations of the ocher ? | 1 2 
This, Iſay, He was not aware of; for if this be true, 
as undoubtedly it is if his Notion be true, then what need 
is there of Arguments drawn from neceſſity? And why 
are we told, That neceſſity has no Law, but is a Law to 
itſelf? And to what purpoſe is a whole Paragraph ſpent in 
telling us, That ſhould a Body of Chriſtians ſubmit 
% themſelves to the Conduct of ſome, that have been 
« Ordain'd, though to the lower Functions, and from ſuch 
« beginnings ſhould grow up to a regulated Conſtitution ; 
“though we are ſure that this is out oi all Rule, and could 
* not be done without a great Sin, unleſs the neceſſity 
were great and apparent, yet if the neceſſity were real 
cc and not feiga'd, this is not condemn'd nor annulPd by 
the Article. 8 Te | 
To what end and purpoſe, I fay, is allthis ? For if Pa- 
ſtors have Authority to make ſuch Rules, and thoſe Rules 
are that lawful Authority, which is meant in the Article, 
then muſt the Ordinations of Presbyters be lawful, whe- 


ther they be in Caſes of neceſſity or not; becauſe the law- 
| fulneſs 


fulneſs of them ariſes not from the nece ſſity of the Cale, 
but the Authority of the Rule. And if neceffity be the 
rhing pleaded for, then what need is there of theſe Rules? 
For if their Ordinations are lawful, becauſe the Caſes are 
extraordinary and neceſſary, then muſt the lawfulneſs of 
them ariſe, not from the Authority of the Rule, but the 
neceſſity of the Caſe: So that theſe two cannot well ſtand 
together, and therefore the one or the other muſt be parted 
with ; unleſs his meaning be, That theſe Rules are only 
in Caſes of neceſſity the lawful Authority. And if this 
be his Senſe of rhe matter, as afterwards he ſeems to inti- 
mite, then. 1 | 

_ Firſt, What ſhall we fay of our Friends in Scotland? 
Have they lawful Authority for what they do or not? If 
not, Then why was Mr. Malcome, and his Brethren ad- 
vis'd to go thither, and Communicate with them? It 
they have, then let them ſhew us what great and appa- 
rent neceſſity they were under, when they made ſuch ir- 
regular, and, unleſs in Caſes extraordinary, ſuch unwar- 
rantable Alterations. 

Secondly, If only in Caſes of neceſſity ſuch Rules as 
theſe are that lawful Authority which is meant in the Ar- 
ticle, tlien the ſenſe of it muſt be this, That thoſe we ought 
to judge lawfully calPd and ſent, who are call'd and ſent, 
by Men who are Authoriz'd to do ſo in Caſes of neceſſity, 
by Rom of the Paſtors making, and yet this and no other 
can be the meaning of it, if in Caſes only of neceſſity, 
ſuch Rules are the lawful Authority; and tis ſo childiſh, 
aid at firſt ſight ſo abſurd and ridiculous, that inſtead of 
Expounding the Article, one would think, he only in- 
tended to ſport with it. 3 
And no, does our Church give the leaſt Countenance 
to any thing of all this? Does ſhe any where ſay,” That 
Presbyters can Ordain; or Determine, whether in Caſes 
Ordinary or Extraordinary their Ordinations are valid? 
Or does ſhe any where affirm, that Paſtors can Authorize 

them 
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them to do ſo, when, met in a Body, under a due reſpect to 


* * 


, . dn ih ts. 4 
Indeed in her 34th Article ſhe declares, That Nati- 
“ onal Churches have Authority, to Ordain, Change, 
ee and Aboliſh Rites and Ceremonies, © which, were. Or- 
„ dain'd only by WET e ee but then ſhe no 
where ſays, That the Holy Offices. of the Church are 
things of that Nature, or that they ſtand on no better a 
Foundation than humane Authority. And in her 37th 
Article, here ſhe acknowledges the Supremacy of our 
Kings, ſhe ſpeaks not. one word about it, or ſays, That 
the Powers of the Church alone, or in conjunction with 
the State, can take away from Biſhops their Rights, or 
confer them on thoſe of the lower Functions. 

A is to no purpoſe here to tell us, what Charitable O- 
pinions the Pen- Men of the Articles had, for other 
Churches, or the Body of. our, Clergy for half an Age af- 
ter; let it be true or falſe, it is not much to the matter, 
for What they did as Private Men will not come up to 
the Caſe, but what they did, when acting in a Body ei- 
ther in Provincial or National Councils; and let him ſheẽw- 
us, if he can, either Rubricks, Canons, Articles, or a- 
ny other publick Act of theirs, that they allowed in any 
Caſe whatſoever, of Presbyters, Ordinations, or affirm'd 
that Paſtors met in a Body could Authorize them to do 
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ſo, by Virtue of any Rule of their making. 
No, no, they were otherwiſe 


chiefeſt of their care was about Affairs 5 re 15 
bring em upto a Conformity With the Ancient Model : 
As for what was done rd they were too modeſt or 
too wile to meddle with't; and therefore as in none of 
their Acts they blam'd or condemn'd other Churches, fo 
PE did they in any of them ever, juſtifie or applaud 
hem. 9 5 ie 
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Secondly; 
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_ Secondly, If Paſtors have Power to make ſuch Rules, 
and ſuch Rules are that Authority which is meant in the 
Article, then muſt Biſhops derive their Power of Calling 
and Sending from thence; for lawful Authority they have 
to Call and Send; and what are thoſe Rules, which the 
Paſtors have Power to make, but that lawful Authority? 

And if their Power he built on no better a Foundation, 

it unavoidably follows, That it cannot be of Divine In. 
ſtitution ; and what is not of Divine Inſtitution, may be 
chang'd and aboliſh'd: And ſo farewel Epilcopacy ; iu 

lives upon the breath of a feẽ Men, who may, when they 
pleaſe, ſend it packing, and by a Rule or two, which they 
have Power to make, baniſh it for ever out of the Church. 

Now if this be true, how Ignorant was the Chriſtian 

World heretofore ?. And what Cheats and Impoſtors the 

Ancient Fathers for teaching the contrary Doctrine? For 
none of them ever ſaid, that the Powers of the Church are 
of Man's Appointment, or that the Rights of Biſhops de. 
pend on the Will and Pleaſure of a few Paſtors; but deriv'd 
their Power from our Saviour Himſelf, and thought, good 
Men as they were, that he had Wiſdom and Authority 
enough without their help and concurrence to ſettle it in 
the World. 1 

That this was St. Clement's Opinion, is evident from x 5.4.49 
his Epiſtle to the Corinthiaus, where he tell us, That our Savi- 5 de 
our was ſent by his Father, and his Apoſtles by Him; and 3 = 
that they, after they had received his Commands, went ama. 
abroad and Preach'd the Goſpel, and made the firſt Fruits 4? » 
of thoſe they converted Biſhops and Deacons. So that f 
Biſhops and Deacons they made, becauſe they were com- alas bs 
manded, and commanded they were by our Lord Himſelf. M275, 
And immediately after, What wonder, ſays he, is it, that v4, , 
they made ſuch Officers in the Church, when they were 
Cornmiſſion'd thereto by God Himſelf? 3 
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- "Tenatiatt, another Apoſtolical Writer, ſpeaks the fame 
thing. The Epiſcopal Office he calls the Grace of God, 
fomerimes the Command of God, and ſometimes the Will 
of Chriſt. And this he does ſo plainly, and ſo often in his 
Epiſtles, and the Places are ſo well known, eſpecially to 
thoſe who hav&kbour'd; thougly but a little in this Ar- 
gument, that twodild be a needleſs Trouble here to inſert 
them. = "7 Fl 
And to theſe may we add a whole Cloud of Witneſſes, 
winch Learned Men have brought to atteft tlie fame 
thing. But thftead of this; let us ask the Expoſitor, what 
Ancient Autllof he has which aſſerts the contrary? And 
this we may ſafely challenge him to do, becauſe 'tis a 
thing which inthe firſt Ages of the Church was fo Uni- 
verſally receiv'd, that ſor above tires hundred years toge- 
ther after our Saviour, he will not be able to produce 
one. | 1 i 117-14 ee e 
hut notwithſtanding this, the Church of England is 
ſtill behind; and ſhe, for ought we know, may give 
him occaſion to ſpeak ſo Magnificently of Paſtors, and 
their Rules. We are therefore to inquire what her Opi- 
nion is: And What ſhe ſays of the matter, we may learn 
{rom one who may juſtly be ſuppos'd to know her Con- 
u Sender- ſtitutions as well as the Expoſitor himſelf. 
ne nk.” That Biſhops, /ays he, are of our Saviour's Inſtitu- 


| preg. to Reg. EE 2 F ; — Bo ; 
Preer.p. 29.66 t ion is Clear from evident Texts of Scripture, and from 


= ce the Teſtimony of as Ancient and Authentick Records, 
“ as the World has to ſhew tor the atteſting any other 
« part of Eccleſiaſtical ſtory : and is alſo in Truth a part 
„ of the Eſtabliſh'd Doctrine of the Church of Ezgland, 
{© evidently deduc'd out of Sundry paſſages in the Book 
« of Conſecration; and has been conitantlyand uniform- 
ly maintained by our beſt Writers, and by all the ſober, 
« orderly, and orthodox Sons of this Church. 
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So that the Divine Inſtitution of Biſhops has not only 
been conſtantly and uniformly maintain'd by our beſt Wri- 
ters, andall the ſober, orderly, and Orthodox Sons of our 
Church, but is alſo a part of her Eſtabliſh'd Doctrine as 
may evidently be deduc'd out of her Book of Conſecrati- 
on: And the Paſſages there from whence this may be ga- 
ther'd, I conceive to be ſuch as theſe. With 

That *tis evident from Scripture and Ancient Au- 
“ thors, that from the time of the Apoſtles there have 
ce heen theſe Orders of Miniſters in Chriſt's Church, Bi- 
* thops, Prieſts, and Deacons. So in the Preface. | 
In the Form of Conſecrating Biſhops, the Epiſtle upon 
that occaſion is the 1 Tin. 3. where St. Paul deſcribes the 
Office and Qualifications of Biſhops. And in the Ggſpels, 
for four are nam'd, and any of them may be us'd, we 
have an account of the Apoſtles Miſſion, or of that 
Power which was given them by our Saviour, to Eſta- 
bliſh ſuch Miniſters in the Church. | 


A little after, in one of the Prayers, we have theſe: 


Words; © O Almighty God, who by thy Holy Spirit 
« haſt appointed divers Orders of Miniſters in thy 
Church. | EE | | 
From theſe, without naming any more, it ſeems plain to 
me, what that excellent Prelate obferv'd ; and ſo it might to 
the Expoſitor himſelf, had he not been too much in love 
with Foreign Churches. For if theſe Orders of Miniſters 
were in the Church in the time of the Apoſtles, and the 
Apoſtles. Ordain'd them by Virtue of that Commiſſion 
which they receiv'd from their Maſter ; Or if Biſhops, 
Prieſts, and Deacons, were in thoſe Days in the Church, 
and God appointed them to be ſo by his Holy Spirit, then 
is the conſequence eaſie and natural, that they are. in 
the Church by Divine Appointment. 1 
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And if this be the, Judgment of our Church, and Bi- 
hops as well as the other Orders are of Divine Inſtituti- 
on, then what becomes of this mighty Power of Paſtors ? 
and of what Authority are their Rules in the matter of 
Calling and Sending? Have Biſhops Authority to do ſo 
from our Saviour, as our Church affirms? Then this Au- 
thority they have not from an 1 of Paſtors. 
Or have they this Authority from an Aſſembly of Paſtors, 
as the Eœpoſitor affirms ? Then plain it is, that they have 
it not from our Saviour, and therefore let him talk never 
o big, he ſpeaks not in the Language of our Church, 
ſhe owns no ſuch thing, nor acknowledges any where 
ſuch a Power in Paſtors, but derives all from our Savi- 
our, and not from Rules of their making. . 
By the way, This gives me an occaſion to Vindicate 
my Lord of Sarum, from having entertain'd any Noti- 
ons of this matter agreeable to thoſe of the Expoſitor ; tis 
well known that his Lordſhip not long ago, in a Speech he 
made to his Clergy, was as ſtiff, and as high for the Di- 


vine Inſtitution of Epiſcopacy, as the moſt Magiſterial 


Dictator of them all. | | 
Could his Lordſhip be ſuppos'd to have been formerly 
of the mind of the Expoſitor, yet his Judgment muſt have 
beenalter*d when he made this Speech; and he could not 
be ſo diſingenuous as not to intimate ſo much, and cen- 
ſure a wrong Opinion, though it had been once his own. 


His ſincerity would no doubt have mention'd this Arti- 


cle, and taken notice of the miſchievous ſenſe that had 
been put upon it, and have given his Brethren ſatisfacti- 


on for the Damage done thereby to the Church, and E- 


piſcopacy it ſelf.Otherwiſeall the beauties of thatEloquent 
Oration had been meer Colluſion, for in this Age Men have 


been taught to ſay that Epiſcopacy, though it be of Di- 


vine Inſtitution, may be alter'd. We know the diſtin- 


tions they bring to this purpoſe ,. and hear them talk of 
Alterable,: as wellas Unalterable, Divine Rights. So that 


a 


(219 


a Man might eaſily make a fine Elaborate diſcourſe for 
Epiſcopacy, and yet be for altering of it; and leave open 
a Gap wide enough for an Aſſembly of Divines with their 
Rules to enter : A crime, which no Man ſure, that has 
any honour for his Lordſhip , will believe he could be 
gulty of. | | s 
But to return to our ſubject. If it be ſaid that Divine 
Inſtitutions are alterable, I have twoor three things hum- 
bly to offer, which the Expoſitor, and thoſe of his Lati- 
tude would do well to conſider. | 

Firſt of all, How will they that advance this Opinion, 
defend the 3oth Article of our Church againſt our Ad- 
verſaries of the Church of Rome? For our Church in that 


Article is for Communion in both Kinds, the Church-ot 


Nome in one; ſhe Adminiſters the Cup to the Laity as well 
as the Clergy, the Church of Rome to the Clergy alone : 
She alledges for this the Inſtitution of our Saviour; the 
Church of Rome ſays, That Divine Inſtitutions are Alte- 
rable, and that upon good and weighty Reaſons, her 
Councils may alter them : And in truth, if Paſtors met in 
a Body, under a due reſpect to the Civil Powers, may al- 
ter them in one Caſe, I fee no, Reaſon why the Church of 
Rome may not in anoter. Ms 


If it be ſaid, Thar, though God's Inſtitutions are Al. 


terable, yet they are only to be alter'd in Caſes of Ne- 
ceſſity; for when he makes a real Neceſſity of departing 
from any of them, he then allows of ſuch changes, as 
that Neceſſity muſt draw aſter it. 
„Should this, I ſay, be granted them, though uſually 
they are more open and bold in the matter, yet may not 
a Papiſt reply, That there is no Neceſſity in Scotland for 
a Presbyter to Ordain, and yet ſome amongſt you allow 
of their Ordinations? And is it not the ſame in Relation 
to the Reform'd Churches abroad? May they not ſafely 
come hither, and receive from you Epiſcopal Orders? 
And yet, though ſo few of them come upon that Errand, 
| | are 
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„ 
are not their Churches applauded, and your Articles 
brought to juſtifie what they do in this matter, though 


it be directly oppoſite, you know, to our Saviour's Inſti- 


tution ? And therefore talk no more to me of Neceſſity, 


tis no better than tricking and ſhifting, and if this be all 


you can ſay, Our Fathers did as well in the Council of 
Conſtance, when they took away the Cup from the Laity; 
as you do who juſtifie the Ordinations of Foreign 


Churches. What anſwer to make to this, I confeſs, 'I 
know not, but *tis to be hop'd, that 7he Expoſitor, and his 


Brethren do. 8 N | 
II. If Divine Inſtitutions may be laid afide, then why 
may not Divine Revelations too ? For ſtand they do -on 
the ſame Foundation, and are both the Will of God dif- 
cover'd to Mankind, the one of them to be obſerv?d, the 
other to be believ'd ; and if we are not bound to comply 
always with his Will in the one, why muſt we always 
comply with it in the other? V 
We are told indeed by ſome, That God's Inſtitutions 
are Unalterable, when he has expreſly declar d that they 
ſhall always oblige, and that therefore Epiſcopacy, tho 
it be of Divine Inſtitution, may be alter'd, becauſe he 
has no where declar'd that it ſhall always continue. 
But will this advantage their cauſe? And will not Di- 
vine Revelations be ſtill in the ſame Danger? For where 
has God ſaid, that his Revelations ſhall always be aſſen- 
ted to? The Poctrine of the Trinity, and the Divinity of 
the Holy Spirit, are Truths plainly Reveal d in Scripture, 
and yet what Text can Ty bring, where he has ex- 
preſly declard, that they ſhall always be believ'd? And 
{hall ſuch Articles as theſe be ſtruck out of the Creed? 


And for want of ſuch an expreſs Declaration, be either 


forgotten, or thought not worthy the Faith of a Chriſti- 
an? And yet if they proceed on this Principle, fo fatal 
muſt the conſequence be. For God's Inſtitutions are as 
much his Will, as His Revelations are; and hardly can an 

Argument 
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Argument be brought to deſtroy the one , -but whar 
will reach:alſo and weaken the other. But ſuch a hatred 
have ſome Mea to Epiſcopacy, that down it muſt, what- 
ſoever the rubs are that lie in the way; and rather than 
that ſhould ſtand, are ready to venture all, to overturn 
the Foundations of Religion, and make Shipwrack even 
of Faith it ſelf. BY: 

III. If God's Inſtitutions may be altered, then who are 
they that are to alter them? Or what Body of Men is 
there into whoſe hands he has committed ſo great a Truſt? 
If a Body of Paſtors, as the Expoſiror affirms, when met 
together under a due reſpect to the Civil Powers; Let 
their Charter be ſhewa ; ſome place or other of Scri- 
pture which gives them ſuch a Power. If no ſuch place can 
be had, they act without Commiſſion, and invade the 
Authority of Heaven : It any can, why muſt we ask fo 
often for t? And why are we not yet acquainted with it? 
But this they know to be a thing impoſſible, tis a task too 
hard for any of them, not excepting the Learned Ex- 
poſitor himſelf: He may turn over the whole Book of God, 
and unleſs He deals with Texts of Scripture, as he has 
with this Article, fiad nothing there that will give the 
leaſt countenance to it. And if no Perſon, nor Body of 

Mo en can be inſtanc'd in, that have a warrant from God 
to alter his Inſtitutions, why ſhould any of them think, 
that they may be alter'd ? Or rather not believe, as we 

do, that he intended they ſhould never be alter*d, becauſe 

he has no where declar'd that they ever ſhould, or 

2 either Church or State or Both a Power of altering 
them. 

What they will ſay to this I cannot imagine, unleſs 
they run again to their old ſhelter, to extraordinary and 
neceſſary Caſes, and tell us, as the Expoſitor does, that 
though what is done then be out of all Rule, yet God 
may be ſuppos'd to allow of it, if ſo be the neceſſity be 
great and apparent. | 1 


D I. But 


HH 
I. But firft of all, Whether the Reform'd Churches a- 
broad were all under fo great a neceſſity , I ſhall not 


Diſpute: Tis evident that at Geneva it was not pleaded for 


Beckers py What Was done there. For Mr. Calvin never faid, that 


Pref. 


his Difcipline was out of all Rule, nor endeavour'd to 
prove the lawfulneſs of it by Arguments drawn from 
Neceſſity, but look'd upon't as conſonate to the Word 
of God, and as ſuch bound the People by Oath to live 
in Obedience to it. Upon the ſame foot was it ſet up 
once and again, by his Diſciples in Scotland; and here 
in England, not long after the beginning of Queen Eli- 
zabeth's Reign, were Books written and publiſh'd, to 
ſhew that by the Law of God, Biſhops were ever 

where to be put down, and the Lord's Diſcipline, for ſo 
it was calPd, to be in all Places ſet up and Eſtabliſh'd. 
So that 't was not Neceſſi ty, but it's conſonancy or agree- 


ableneſs to the Word of God, that was truly the Reaſon, 


why *twas firft brought into the Church, and fo zealouſſy 
afterwards contended for. 4 | ; 
II. But ſecondly, Suppoſing that Neceſſity were the 
Cauſe, and that, conſidering the Exigency of Affairs, 
they were conſtrain d to make choice of that Form ra- 
ther than any other: Vet how long muſt that Form 
continue? Or how long may God by preſum'd to al- 
low of it? No longer ſurely than the Neceſſity holds, 
for when that is over, it cannot be kept up without a 
manifeſt contempt of his Inſtitution : And therefore 
they are then oblig'd to ſeek after the Old Form, 
and to uſe the utmoſt of their endeayours for it's Eſta- 
bliſhment again amongſt them, and are they ſtill under 
ſo great a Neceſſity ? Ot are they deſirous of Epiſco- 
pal Government? If they are, may it not eaſily be 
had? Would not our Church be glad of fuch a Mo- 
tion, and yield them all the Aſſiſtance ſhe could, 
to further ſo pious a deſign ? This the Expoſitor cannot 
but acknowledge, and therefore Pm in hopes, = 
a 


„ 
ſhall hear no more of his 3 Caſes, unleſs 
he be able to prove, that Men may be 

Degrees of Neceſſity, when they are at Liberty to do as 
they pleaſe. 

What he has more to ſay either for himſelf or 
Foreign Churches, I cannot conceive, except it be, 
that now it is not needful for them to come hither, 
and to be by our Biſhops either Conſecrated or Or- 
dain'd ; becauſe though in the beginning they were 


out of all Rule, yet from ſuch beginnings they are 


now grown up to be Regulated Conſtitutions. Bur this 
is a Conceit too wild and extravagant to deſerve a 
Confutation. That Conſtitutions irregular 1n the be- 
ginning, ſhould, whilſt the irregularity, continues, 

grow up to be regulated, ſeems. the ſame thing to 
me, as that a crooked Line by long, continunce ſhould 


become ſtrait; and until he has Mathematicks enough 


to prove the one, I may be excus'd, I hope, if I can- 
not believe the other, | 
I am heartily griev'd, that I have been forc'd ſo often 


to ſpeak of Foreign Churches, and not on the mild and 
favourable {ide : But this I could not avoid, if the ſubject 
be rightly conſider'd, that is in debate between me and 


the Expoſitor. However though I have ſhewn that 


their Ordinations are not according to our Saviour's 


Inſtitution, and that neither our Church, nor any 


of her ſober, Orthodox Sons, approve of them ; yer God 


forbid that I ſhould go about to unchurch them , or 


ſay, That for this reaſon they are out of the promiſe ot 


our Saviour's Grace and Protection. Though in this, 


I fay, They are irregular, yet I cannot think that every 
Deviation from the Primitive Form will make them 


ceaſe to be Churches, or exclude them from the Mer- 
cies of God; who, though his Laws be perfect and un- 
alterable, is pleas'd in the Execution of them, to 
reſpect the weakneſs ot Men; and if the beſt of us 


- 


under great 


ſtand | 
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haud in need of his Mercy in other Caſes, we 
ought to be ſo Charitable, as not to deny them his 
Grace and Pardon in this. I pray God to open their 
Eyes, and mlighten their Underitandings that they 
may have a right Judgment in all things, eſpecially 
in the ways of his Laws and Holy Inſtitutiens, that an 
end may be put to our Unhappy Diviſions , and the 
Proteſtant Name and Religion advanc'd above all the 
Aſſaults and Deſigns of it's Enemies. | 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 
TT HE Large Greek Teſtament in F479, with Variæ Lectiones, is now 
near finiſhed at the Theater in Oxon. To which is added, The Greek 
Scholia, Collected from all the Fathers by 4. D. Gregory; Together with 
the Nume, and Page of the Authors as they are quoted throughout. This Work 
was Peruſed and Recommended by Biſhop Pearſon, and Biſhop Fell in their 
Life-time, and by many Eminent Divines, whoſe Names are in the Pro- 
oſals. It is adorned with 20 Copper Plates, engraved by the beſt Hands 
d them. Deſigned by Order of the French King. Thoſe who 
think fit to Encourage this Work, Or Nyoniſius Halicarnaſſeus, put out by 
Dr. Hudſon, (a great part of which is Printed likewiſe) are deſired to ſend 
their Subſcriptions (being only 5 5. to each) to T. Bennet at the FHalf- Moon 
in St. Paus Church-Yard , before the Firſt of December next; becauſe the 
Greek Teſtament will be ready for Subſcribers in fourteen days after, and 
2 Liſt is annexed to it of the Encouragers, for Printing Greek Books in 
England, | | 
| LATELY PUBLISHED. 
HE Expoſition given by my Lord Biſhop of Sarum, of the Second 
Article of our Religion, Examined. . | 
The Caſe of the Schedule, Oc. 40. | | 
The Parliamentary Original, and Rights of the Lower-Houſe of Con- 
vocation, cleared, Cc. With a Preface, giving on Account of the Diſhoneſt 
Methods of Anſwering Books, by the Chief Afſertor of the Archbiſhop's 
Sole Power, &c. All Printed for Tho. Bennet. | 


